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13 to treating withdrawal symptoms with a CJinkgo biloba extract. Claim 1 1 was held to 
be a linking claim for all 5 groups. 

Applicants respect&lJy traverse the restriction requirement since it is believed that 
at most h should be a 3 way restriction and not aU the claims were tieated by the 
Examiner since no mention was made of claims 14 and 15. It is believed the Examiner is 
requested to reconsider the restriction requirement and group claims 4, 5 and 10 to 15 
drawn to treating withdrawal sympton>s wWi various gmkgo extracts, claims 6 to 8 drawn 
to treating withdrawal symptoms with tobacco or drugs inducing toxicomania. The 
Examiner is not correct in separating ginkgo claims as they are drawan to a single 
invention. 

Applicants are at a loss as to how to properly respond to the restriction 
requirement since the Examiner did uut treat claims H and IS and claim 14 is the most 
interesting claiin. Assuming the Examiner would revise the restriction as suggested by 
Applicants, Applicants elect without traverse claims 4, 5 and 10 to 15. If not. Applicants 
with a strong travme elect whatever group the Examiner places claim 14 in since the 
ginkgo extracts are not patentably distinct. 
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Since tbe Grst ofiBce action was merely a restriction requirement, a prompt 
examination on the merits is requested. 



Rdspectfiilly submitted, 
Hedmao and Costiigan 



Charles A. Muserlian #19,683 
Attorney for Applicants 
Tel. 212 302 8989 
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